ETHNIC CONFLICTS : WHY DOES IT MATTER? 
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In this day and age, many people are already aware about issues regarding ethnic conflicts 
within and outside of the Philippines. Whether social, political, and environmental, these 
conflicts brought huge problems within the community. And as many of us know (others 
not), these conflicts affect our physical, mental, and especially emotional well-being. Now 
what is “ethnic conflict” all about? An ethnic conflict is a conflict between two or more 
contending ethnic groups. While the source of conflict may be political, social, economical, 
or religious, the individuals in conflict must expressly fight for their ethnic group’s position 
within society. This final criterion differentiates ethnic conflict from other forms of 
struggle. [1][2] 

Why Are There Ethnic Conflicts? 

Based on relative dating, there is no specific date on when these conflicts started. But 
according to Primordialists, one of these three schools of thought that explains the concept of 
ethnic conflicts, mentioned “If “ancient hatred” means a hatred consuming the daily 
thoughts of great masses of people, then the “ancient hatreds” argument deserves to be 
readily dismissed. However, if hatred if conceived as a historically formed “schema ” that 
guides action in some situations, then the conception should be taken seriously [3] ” which then 
game me an idea that ethnic conflict did started and had been going on in ancient times. 

According to The Geography of Ethnic Violence , Monica Duffy Toft shows how ethnic group 
settlement patterns, socially constructed identities, charismatic leaders, issue invisibility, and 
state concern with precedent setting can lead irrational actors to escalate a dispute to 
violence, even when doing so is l ik e to leave contending groups much worse off, [4] This 
means that many causes arise that affects to the increase of more conflicts not just in the 
Philippines but also in other countries as well. I’ve also come to the knowledge that the news 
I read about people who are affected and are devastated are true due to the fact that it is in 
human nature and in our cardinal instinct to simply follow the crowd l ik e a blind sheep and 
not understand the truth of both sides of the party. We are brainwashed to simply take the 
side of the decision of the majority without acknowledging the other. Michael Wallerstein 
also stated that “Even when multiple theories are not logically inconsistent, a single theory 
can explain a broad range of phenomena inspires more confidence that a theory that has 
explanatory power only within a restricted domain. The argument on the other side is that a 
unified theory that is not attainable and the attempt to obtain the unattainable represent, at 
best, a waste of intellectual resources. What is worse, argue the critics, and is that allegiance 
to a common theory induces scholars to dismiss evidence that is not easily explained and to 
ignore questions that are not easily asked within the theory’s assumptions. [5] ” 

Going back to the Primordialists Account, I was enlightened about their statement that “A 
number of political scientists argue that the root cause of ethnic conflict do not onvolve 
ethnicity per se but rather institutional, political, and economic factors. These scholars argue 



that the concept of ethnic groups are doomed to fight each other when in fact the wars 
between then that occur are often the result of political decisions. [6][7] ” Therefore, I’ve 
realized that not only the people are to blame for themselves, but also the majority of our 
decisions are highly influenced from what we perceived to be right because of the use of 
social media and politics when in fact, the truth that we are blindly to believe is actually 
partially true and partially false. 

Darold Horowitz in 1985 said that ethnic conflict had been a black water of social science 
because there is no clearly demarcated field of social scientific inquiry addressing the subject, 
no-well defined body of literature, no agreed-upon set key of questions or problems. 
Therefore, it is a fact that like water that changes its shape when it is put in a container, ethnic 
conflicts take shape on how the people take it as it is, We are responsible for the conflicts that 
arise within our society. Because just l ik e the color black, we bring darkness within ourselves 
and bring forth the main cause of the worst effect of these conflicts in the community in 
general/ 31 Plus, ethnic conflict covers a wide range of scope that has been debated by 
political scientists and sociologists over the years because of its ever changing ideology. It is 
not that easy to understand how it affects an individual and it is also difficult to explain that 
just by explaining primordialists, instrumentalists, and constructivists alone. 


How Can We Prevent Ethnic Conflict? 

I’ve read a line from the Primordialists account that “If these “ancient hatreds” are always 
simmering under the surface and are at the forefront of people’s consciousness, then ethnic 
groups should constantly be ensnared in violence. Therefore, we can increase awareness of 
the community about ethnical conflicts because all these conflicts started within us. As 
example of this is from the study of the Constructivism and Consociational Theory 2001, 
Varshney points out that although Yugoslavia broke up due to ethnic violence in the 1990s, it 
had enjoyed long peace of decades before the USSR collapsed. Therefore, some scholars 
claim that it is unlikely that primordial ethnic differences alone caused the outbreak of 
violence in the 1990s. We keep pointing our fingers towards the government and other 
institutions for all these conflicts but the truth is that we also gave part of huge major 
contribution that affects more conflicts that arise whether political, social, and environmental. 

For what I have studied so far, I believed that people should be more aware of ethnic conflicts 
especially in the studies of Primordialists. Because compared to other studies I’ve read, 
Primordialists studied more on the root of all ethnic conflicts. They have reformulated the 
“ancient hatreds ” hypothesis and have focused more on the role of human nature. Peterson 
argues that the existence of hatred and animosity does not have to be rooted in history for it to 
play a role in shaping human behaviour and action: “If “ancient hatred” means a hatred 
consuming the daily thoughts of great masses of people, then the “ancient hatreds ” argument 
deserves to be readily dismissed. However, if hatred is conceived as a historically formed 
“schema” that guides action in some situations, then the conception should be taken more 
seriously. ” [3] 



Also, people in general should learn adaptability in every areas of their life and learn from the 
instrumentalists’ point of view. I have learned that in their studies, they pioneered in respect 
of ethnicity rather than in nations or nationalism. On other words, I believe that people should 
learn from them that we should not be blind that we (our country) are better than other 
nations. It is the root cause of all ethnic conflicts that arise within the society because of 
labelling. We have been brainwashed at a young age that what is ours is better when in fact, 
there are always something better out there. There’s a story I’ve heard from my sociology 
professor in Our Lady of Fatima University. He said that when Plato was once a student, he 
was tasked to find a beautiful flower in the garden together with his classmates. When he 
found one, he didn’t pluck it and went on to and search for a more beautiful flower instead. 
But when he found none, he decided to go back and pick the last beautiful flower that he saw, 
only to find that the flower had already been gone. So when he was asked by his teacher on 
why he found nothing, he simply said that “I want the best of the best”. Sometimes, we blind 
ourselves that the person in front of us is just a normal flower that we disregard them in 
search for a better. Only to realize that the last person we left was already the best. That’s 
why ethnic conflict happens because we kept labelling people of “low status” and never 
valuing their true worth. 


Related Literature about Ethnic Conflicts 

■ Michael Wallerstein, Northwestern University (Winter 2001). Letter from the President: 
"Does Comparative Politics Need a TOE (Theory of Everything)?” apsa-cp Newsletter of 
the Organized Section in Comparative Politics of the American Political Science 
Association. Volume 1 Issue 1. P. 1 

If one accepts the desirability of a unified theory, no criticism of rationed choice can be 
persuasive until an alternative with equal generality and deductive power is available. 
You can’t beat something with nothing, as the saying goes. 

■ Steven Grosby (2001). Internet Archived. Nationalism: Theory, Ideology, History by 
Anthony D. Smith. Paradigms p. 54. Retrieved 12 August 2019. 

People base their feelings of attachment on certain beliefs about life-enhancing nature of 
such collectiveness, and the life sustaining properties of kinship and, more especially, of 
territory. 

■ Wikipedia “Public goods provision” based on Kolev, Wang (2010). “Ethnic Group 
Division and Clientelism.” APSA Annual Meeting Paper. SSRN 1644406 

A major source of ethnic conflict in multi-ethnic democracies is over the access to state 
patronage. Conflicts over state resources between ethnic groups can increase the 
likelihood of ethnic violence. In ethically divided societies, demand for public goods 



decreases as each ethnic group derives more utility from benefits targeted at their ethnic 
group in particular. 


■ Kitschelt. Herbert (2007). Patrons, clients, and policies: Patterns of democratic 
accountability and political competition (PDF). Cambridge University Pres. 

Patronage politics and ethnic politics eventually reinforce each other, leading to what 
Chandra terms a “patronage democracy ”. 

■ Berenschot, Ward (2010). “The Spatial Distribution of Riots: Patronage and the Instigation 
of Communal Violence in Gujarat, India” (PDF). World Development. 39: 221-230. 
doi: 10.1016/j/worldde v.2009.11.029 

The existence of patronage networks between local politicians and ethnic groups make it 
easier for politicians to mobilize ethnic groups and instigate ethnic violence for electoral 
gain since the neighborhood or city is already polarized along ethnic lines. The 
dependence of ethnic groups on theor co-ethnic local politician for access to state 
resources is likely to make them more responsive to calls of violence against other ethnic 
groups. 
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